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Agenda-setting involves decisions about which sub-tances should be selected (and often in what order) for ore intense formal regulatory review. All programs face his problem, but it assumes different configurations: ome programs cover a finite and known set of chemicals hat must be reviewed, so the order of the regulatory eviews is the key question, and the primary job of the isk assessor is to help the agency implement a worst-irst approach. For example, EPA's pesticides program as long had lists of suspect pesticide ingredients, and gency officials have had to decide which ones warrant ormal consideration of cancellation or of new controls, n agency's agenda may also respond to private-sector nitiatives (in the case of approval of new drugs or esticides), conform to statutory directives, or react to iew evidence of hazards previously unrecognized or thought o be less serious.  This agenda formation phase, too, nvolves elements of risk assessment by the agency, the ongress, or private-sector entities; that is, there must >e some assessment, however informal, that indicates eason for concern.
For many items on an agency's regulatory agenda, azard identification alone will support a conclusion hat a chemical presents little or no risk to human ealth and should be removed from regulatory considera-,ion, at least until new data warrant renewed concern, f a chemical is found to be potentially dangerous in the .azard-identification step, it could then be taken through he steps of dose-response assessment, exposure assess-lent, and risk characterization. At any of these steps, he evaluation might indicate that a substance poses .ittle or no risk and therefore can be removed from egulatory consideration until new data indicate a need :or reevaluation.
Chemicals that are judged to present appreciable risks .o health are candidates for regulatory action, and an igency will begin to develop options for regulating expo-iures. Regulatory options usually involve specific >roduct or process changes and typically need to be based m extensive engineering and technical knowledge of the iffected industry. Evaluation of the regulatory options .ncludes recomputation of the predicted risk, in accord /ith altered expectations of exposure intensity or num->ers of persons exposed.
Many of the activities of regulatory agencies do not :onform to this sequential approach.  However, regardless )f the sequence of steps and the number of steps used to